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Response to Remarks 

1. Applicant's Remarks filed on June 13, 2007 have been 
fully considered but it is not persuasive. 

Applicant states that the cited prior art of Song et 
al . (U.S. Patent 6,091,553) has misstated the terminology 
for the respective coils (page 11 of the Remarks, lines 1 
and 2). For example, Applicant does not agree that Song's 
coil 54 as illustrated in Fig. 3 is a tracking coil (page 
10 of the Remarks, line 23) . Accordingly, the prior art of 
Song teaches that coil 54 is a tracking coil in both Figs. 
3 and 5 (column 2, line 4) . In addition, the prior art of 
Song states that the tracking coil is 54 while a pair of 
focusing coils 52a and 52b are wound around the opposite 
sides of the lens holder 40 (column 5, lines 42-52) . 
Furthermore, Song's EP 0997889 also teaches the same coil 
arrangement as stated above . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate 
paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 
(b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than 
one year prior to the date of application for patent 
in the United States. 

3. Claims 18, 24-26 and 32-34 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Song et al . (U.S, 
Patent 6, 091, 553) . 

4. Song teaches an actuator for an optical pickup having 
all the elements and means as recited in claims 18, 26 and 
34. For example, Song teaches the following: 

(a) with respect to Claim 18, an actuator 40 for an 
optical pickup which includes a lens member 42 having an 
outermost end portion in a diametrical direction of the 
lens member 42 and an optical axis (Fig 1) , the actuator 4 0 
comprising a track coil 54 for driving the lens member 4 0 
to move, in the diametrical direction, inward or outward 
with respect to an optical disk (Figs. 1 and 5; column 5, 
lines 42-52) wherein at least part of the track coil 54 is 
in a position closer to the optical axis of the lens member 
4 0 than the outermost end portion of the lens member (Fig. 
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3) • 

5. Claim 26 has limitations similar to those treated in 
the above rejection, and is met by the references as 
discussed above. 

6. Claim 34 has limitations similar to those treated in 
the above rejection, and is met by the references as 
discussed above. 

7. Song teaches an actuator for an optical pickup having 
all the elements and means as recited in claims 24, 25, 32 
and 33. For example, Song teaches the following: 

(a) with respect to Claim 24, an actuator 40 for an 
optical pickup which includes a lens member 42 having one 
surface for facing an optical disk, another surface on an 
opposite side thereof, a diametrically outermost peripheral 
edge and an optical axis (Fig. 1), the actuator 40 
comprising a track coil 54 for driving the lens member 42 
in a diametrical direction of the lens member inward or 
outward with respect to the optical disk (Figs. 1 and 5) ; 
and a holder (Fig. 3; lens 42 holding means) positioned to 
face the optical disk and having a surface that holds a 
peripheral portion of the lens member 42 from the opposite 
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side of the other surface of the lens member (Fig. 3; lens 
42 is supported on the other side of the exposed lens 
surface by a lens holding means) , the holder having an 
outermost diameter smaller than the outermost peripheral 
edge of the lens member (Fig. 3; diameter of the lens 42 is 
larger then the lens holder's core where tracking coil is 
wound) . 

(b) with respect to Claim 25, the holder supports a 
flange (edge) of the lens member (Fig. 3) 



8. Claims 32 and 33 have limitations similar to those 
treated in the above rejection, and are met by the 
reference as discussed above. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 35, 3 7 and 3 9 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. Claims 19-23, 27-31, 36, 38 and 40-43 are allowable 
over the prior art . 

11. The following is an Examiner's statement of reasons 
for the indication of allowable subject matter: 

As in claims 19, 21, 27 and 29, the prior art of 
record fails to teach or fairly suggest that an actuator 
for an optical pickup wherein at least one of the focus 
coil and the track coil has a wound line shape that 
includes first sides thereof facing and parallel to said 
magnetic pole surfaces of the magnets and second sides 
thereof that interconnect ends of the first sides, the 
second sides each bulging outwardly, in a diametrical 
direction of the respective coil, from ends of the second 
sides adjoining the first sides toward a portion of the 
second sides between the ends of the second sides. 

As in claim 23 and 31 the prior art of record fails to 
teach or fairly suggest that an actuator for an optical 
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pickup having a holding portion positioned to face the 
optical disk and having a surface that holds a peripheral 
portion of the lens member from the opposite side of the 
other surface of the lens member, the holding portion 
having an outermost diameter smaller than the outermost 
peripheral edge of the lens member, an opening portion 
diametrically inside of said holding portion forming an 
optical path about the optical axis of the lens member, a 
focus coil bobbin portion around the optical path for the 
winding of a focus coil, and a track coil bobbin portion, 
having an axis parallel to sides of a winding line shape of 
the focus coil bobbin portion, for winding a track coil. 

As in claims 35, 3 7 and 39, the prior art of record 
fails to teach or fairly suggest that a focus coil wound 
about the optical axis of the lens member. 

The features indicated above, in combination with the 
other elements of the claims, are not anticipated by, nor 
made obvious over, the prior art of record. 
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Conclusion 

12 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Yeon et al. (5,191,484) is pertinent because Yeon 
teaches that both focusing coil and tracking coil are wound 
around an object lens in an optical axis direction. 

Song et al . (EP 0997,889) is pertinent because Song 
teaches that a tracking coil is wound around an object lens 
in an optical axis direction. 



13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new 

ground (s) of rejection presented in this Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final 
action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened 
statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS 
from the date of this final action. 
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14 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communication from the examiner should be directed to Kim 
CHU whose telephone number is (571) 272-7585 between 9:30 
am to 6:00 pm, Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Andrea Wellington, 
can be reached on (571) 272-4483. 

The fax number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 

Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
application is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http: //pair- 
direct . uspto . gov . Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9191 (toll free) . 
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